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the so-called threat from Iraq. That effort 
would lead to a congressional joint resolu-
tion authorizing the president to use U.S. 
armed forces to ‘‘defend the national secu-
rity of the United States against the con-
tinuing threat posed by Iraq’’ and ‘‘enforce 
all relevant United Nations Security Council 
resolutions regarding Iraq.’’ 

Cheney told the VFW: ‘‘The Iraqi regime 
has in fact been very busy enhancing its ca-
pabilities in the field of chemical and bio-
logical agents. And they continue to pursue 
the nuclear program they began so many 
years ago.’’ 

He added: ‘‘We’ve gotten this from the 
firsthand testimony of defectors—including 
Saddam’s own son-in-law, who was subse-
quently murdered at Saddam’s direction. 
Many of us are convinced that Saddam will 
acquire nuclear weapons fairly soon.’’ 

A former White House deputy press sec-
retary, Scott McClellan, would later write 
that a White House Iraq Group (WHIG) was 
‘‘set up in the summer of 2002 to coordinate 
the marketing of the [Iraq] war,’’ and will 
continue ‘‘as a strategic communications 
group after the invasion had toppled Saddam 
[Hussein]’s regime.’’ 

It was Cheney at the VFW convention who 
first said: ‘‘Regime change in Iraq would 
bring about a number of benefits to the re-
gion. When the gravest of threats are elimi-
nated, the freedom-loving peoples of the re-
gion will have a chance to promote the val-
ues that can bring lasting peace.’’ 

He also said: ‘‘Extremists in the region 
would have to rethink their strategy of 
Jihad. Moderates throughout the region 
would take heart. And our ability to advance 
the Israeli-Palestinian peace process would 
be enhanced, just as it was following the lib-
eration of Kuwait in 1991.’’ 

Show me a better example of ‘‘as though 
wishing made it so.’’ 

The Cheneys also cavalierly forget that the 
status of forces agreement with Iraq that 
Bush signed Dec. 14, 2008, made way for the 
withdrawal of all U.S. combat troops by the 
end of 2011. That agreement protected U.S. 
forces on duty from prosecution by Iraqi 
courts. It was the Iraqis’ desire to modify 
this that led Obama—on the advice of his 
military chiefs—to not leave a residual force 
of military trainers. 

One more sign of the Cheneys’ convenient 
amnesia: They said of Obama’s initiative to-
ward involving Tehran in the effort to put 
down ISIS advances in Iraq, ‘‘Only a fool 
would believe American policy in Iraq should 
be ceded to Iran, the world’s largest sponsor 
of terror.’’ 

In November 2001, the Bush White House, 
despite icy relations, approved talking di-
rectly to Iran diplomats before and during 
the Bonn conference called to try to estab-
lish a post-Taliban government in Afghani-
stan. As a result, U.S. Ambassador James 
Dobbin got what he described as Tehran’s 
‘‘major contribution to forge a solution’’ 
among various Afghan groups, which in turn 
led to a unified temporary Kabul government 
under Hamid Karzai. 

On Dec. 5, 2001, a White House spokesman 
described Bush as ‘‘very pleased’’ with the 
Afghan agreement. However, in his Jan. 29, 
2002, State of the Union speech, Bush de-
scribed Iran, Iraq and North Korea as the 
‘‘axis of evil’’ at the same time there were 
meetings underway between U.S. and Iranian 
diplomats to see whether talks could go be-
yond Afghanistan. 

In contrast to the Cheneys, people should 
listen to former secretary of state James 
Baker III, who in Thursday’s Wall Street 
Journal called on the United States to orga-
nize an international coalition of regional 
countries, including Iran. Recalling Iran’s 
cooperation on Afghanistan, Baker said to-

day’s ‘‘reality is that Iran is already the 
most influential external player in Iraq and 
so any effort without Iranian participation 
will likely fail.’’ 

Baker has a successful track record and a 
memory. The Cheneys have neither. 

f 

NEVADA TRIBAL LANDS 
TRANSFER 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this week 
the Senate Committee on Indian Af-
fairs held a hearing to address five im-
portant pieces of legislation. Two of 
these bills, the Moapa Band of Paiutes 
Land Conveyance Act—S. 2479—and the 
Nevada Native Nations Land Act—S. 
2480—will transfer land into trust for a 
total of eight Indian tribes in Nevada 
for heritage preservation and economic 
development. 

Nevada’s Great Basin has always 
been home to the Washoe, Paiute and 
Western Shoshone Peoples. The First 
Nevadans have long been a voice for 
protecting our wild landscapes and en-
riching our State through their lan-
guage and cultural heritage. I take the 
many obligations that the United 
States has to tribal nations seriously. 
Land is lifeblood to Native Americans 
and these bills provide space for hous-
ing, economic development, traditional 
uses and cultural protection. I would 
like to commend the tribes, whose im-
mense work and collaboration made 
these bills possible, and I look forward 
to continuing to work with our First 
Nevadans on protecting homelands. 

The Moapa Band of Paiute Indians 
have been in Nevada and the West since 
time immemorial and suffered great 
land losses through Federal Indian pol-
icy. When the Moapa River Reservation 
was established in the late 1800s, it 
consisted of over 2 million acres. In its 
lust to settle the West, Congress dras-
tically reduced the reservation to just 
1,000 acres in 1875. It wasn’t until 1980 
that Congress restored 70,500 acres to 
the reservation. Today the reservation 
is approximately 71,954 acres. 

The Moapa Band of Paiutes Land 
Conveyance Act, S. 2479, would direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to take 
more than 26,000 acres of land cur-
rently managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management—BLM—and the Bureau of 
Reclamation into trust for the Moapa 
People who live outside of Las Vegas, 
NV. This legislation would provide 
much needed land for the tribe’s hous-
ing, economic development and cul-
tural preservation. 

Located on I–15, the tribe runs the 
Moapa Paiute Travel Plaza. The tribe 
is the first in Indian Country to de-
velop utility-scale solar projects on 
tribal lands. Since southern Nevada 
has critical habitat for the desert tor-
toise, a species listed as threatened 
under the Endangered Species Act, the 
tribe works closely with Federal, 
State, and local partners, members of 
the conservation community and inter-
ested stakeholders to develop their 
community in an environmentally re-
sponsible manner. 

The Nevada Native Nations Land 
Act, S. 2480, would transfer land into 
trust for seven northern Nevada 
tribes—the Elko Band of the Te-Moak 
Tribe of Western Shoshone Indians, the 
Fort McDermitt Paiute and Shoshone 
Tribe, the Duck Valley Shoshone Pai-
ute Tribes, the Summit Lake Paiute 
Tribe, the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony, 
the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe and the 
South Fork Band of the Te-Moak Tribe 
of Western Shoshone Indians. As does 
S. 2479, the Nevada Native Nations 
Land Act would allow these seven 
tribes to build housing for their mem-
bers, preserve their cultural heritage 
and traditions, and provide opportuni-
ties for economic development. 

Since time immemorial, the Western 
Shoshone have been living in what is 
now known as southern Idaho, central 
Nevada, northwestern Utah, and the 
Death Valley region of southern Cali-
fornia. The Elko and South Fork Bands 
are two of four bands that comprise the 
Te-Moak Tribe of Western Shoshone 
Indians. 

The Elko Band’s reservation, or col-
ony, is landlocked by the growing City 
of Elko, where band members have 
been coming for mining and railroad 
jobs for decades. The colony needs ad-
ditional lands for housing and eco-
nomic development. My legislation 
would expand the Elko Band’s reserva-
tion by transferring 373 acres of BLM- 
managed land into trust for the tribe. 

S. 2480 would also convey 275 acres, 
just west of the City of Elko, to Elko 
County to provide space for a BMX, 
motocross, off-highway vehicle, and 
stock car racing area. 

The South Fork Reservation, home 
to the South Fork Band, is comprised 
of 13,050 acres. The Band was one of the 
groups of Western Shoshone that re-
fused to move to the Duck Valley Res-
ervation and stayed at the headwaters 
of the Reese River, near the present 
Battle Mountain Colony. Established 
by Executive order in 1941, the colony 
was originally 9,500 acres of land pur-
chased under the Indian Reorganiza-
tion Act. In addition to rugged high 
desert terrain near the foothills of the 
Ruby Mountains, the reservation has 
open range which is used for open cat-
tle grazing and agricultural uses. The 
Nevada Native Nations Land Act would 
place 28,162 acres of BLM land into 
trust for the tribes and release the Red 
Spring Wilderness Study Area—WSA— 
from further study. 

The Northern Paiutes made their 
homes throughout what is now known 
as Idaho, California, Utah and Nevada. 
Due to westward expansion, our gov-
ernment pushed some Western Sho-
shones and Northern Paiutes into the 
same tribe and onto the same reserva-
tion where their descendants remain. 

The Fort McDermitt Paiute and Sho-
shone Tribe now make their home 
along the Nevada-Oregon border. Start-
ing as a military fort in 1865, the mili-
tary reservation was turned into an In-
dian Agency in 1889 then established as 
an Indian reservation in 1936. The res-
ervation is currently made up of 16,354 
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acres in Nevada and 19,000 acres in Or-
egon. The Nevada Native Nations Land 
Act would add 19,094 acres now man-
aged by the BLM in Nevada to the 
lands already held in trust for the 
tribe. 

The Duck Valley Indian Reservation 
is the home of the Shoshone-Paiute 
Tribes who live along the State line be-
tween Nevada and Idaho. The reserva-
tion is 289,819 acres, including 22,231 
acres of wetlands. The tribes have lim-
ited economic opportunities and tribal 
members have made their way farming 
and ranching. This bill would place 82 
acres of U.S. Forest Service land into 
trust for the tribes. The tribes plan to 
rehabilitate structures that were used 
by Forest Service employees into 
much-needed housing on the parcel. 

The Summit Lake Reservation is one 
of the most rural and remote reserva-
tions in Nevada along the Oregon and 
California borders. Established in 1913 
for the Summit Lake Paiute Tribe, the 
reservation today is 12,573 acres. The 
tribe seeks land to maintain the integ-
rity of its reservation, protect Summit 
Lake and restore the Lahontan Cut-
throat Trout. S. 2480 would transfer 941 
acres of BLM-managed land into trust 
for the tribe. 

The Reno-Sparks Indian Colony has a 
very small 28-acre reservation in Reno, 
NV. The colony has 1,100 Paiute, Sho-
shone and Washoe members some of 
whom live on a 1,920 acre reservation in 
Hungry Valley, which is 19 miles north 
of Reno. The Hungry Valley Reserva-
tion is surrounded by shooting and 
ATV activities and tribal members 
have requested a buffer zone to ensure 
the safety of their community. The leg-
islation would transfer 13,434 acres of 
BLM land into trust for the tribe. 

The Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe have 
made their homelands around Pyramid 
Lake, a unique desert terminal lake. 
Pyramid Lake is one of the most valu-
able assets of the tribe and is entirely 
enclosed within the boundaries of the 
reservation. S. 2480 would expand the 
reservation with an additional 30,669 
acres of BLM-managed land. 

This legislation is so important to 
me and the Indian tribes in Nevada. 
Throughout the history of our country, 
Native Americans have been removed 
and disenfranchised from their home-
lands. They have been treated so poor-
ly. One of the first pieces of legislation 
I worked on when I came to Congress 
was the historic Pyramid Lake/Truck-
ee-Carson Water Rights Settlement. 
This involved two States, several cit-
ies, a lake, a river, endangered species, 
and two Indian tribes. These Indian 
water rights needed to be protected, 
just as tribal lands need to be restored 
especially in Nevada where tribal 
landbases are smaller and more rural 
and remote than any other parts of In-
dian Country. During my time in the 
Senate, I will continue to do what I can 
to right some of the many wrongs and 
help tribes restore their homelands. 

REMEMBERING HOWARD BAKER 
AND ALAN DIXON 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, the Na-
tion recently lost two distinguished 
former members of this body. I join 
those who mourn former Senate major-
ity leader Howard Baker of Tennessee, 
and former Senator Alan Dixon of Illi-
nois. And I am reminded by their pass-
ing of the passing of an era they helped 
forge, one in which elected officials of 
strong opinions but good will sought to 
accommodate the diverse viewpoints of 
this great Nation, rather than using 
them to divide our people and obstruct 
the operations of government. 

Howard Baker became known as ‘‘the 
Great Conciliator.’’ I am one of the few 
members of the current Senate who 
served alongside him. We came from 
different places, and from different po-
litical traditions. We saw the world dif-
ferently. But I knew him, as all who 
worked with him knew him, as some-
one who would fight for his positions 
but also work to understand the posi-
tions of others. 

He described himself as a moderate 
at a time when that word wasn’t out of 
fashion. And that moderation and 
sense of fairness are what guided him 
as he helped guide the Nation through 
one of the most searing experiences in 
our history, the Watergate scandal. As 
the ranking Republican on the Senate 
committee investigating the scandal, 
he was a calm, collected, comforting 
presence at a time of great tumult. By 
placing the good of the Nation and the 
need to protect our democracy ahead of 
his own party’s interests, he provided a 
powerful example for us to follow, just 
as he did in helping to build bipartisan 
support for important civil rights and 
environmental legislation. 

Alan Dixon, too, was shaped by, and 
helped to shape, a different era in poli-
tics. In his memoir, Senator Dixon 
wrote: ‘‘Generally speaking, my polit-
ical career was built on goodwill and 
accommodation.’’ Too few political fig-
ures can make such a claim today. As 
an elected official in Illinois, as a Sen-
ator, and as a valued member of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, 
Senator Dixon gained a reputation for 
fairness, balance and understanding. I 
remember this well-earned reputation 
made him a great help to Senator Sam 
Nunn, the Democratic leader on the 
Armed Services Committee, during de-
bate on the annual Defense Authoriza-
tion Act. It is also why he was chosen 
for the difficult and important respon-
sibility of leading the base closure 
commission. 

Senator Dixon showed that a fairness 
and accommodation need not con-
tradict fighting strongly for your be-
liefs. He often told the story of how 
during committee debate on a defense 
bill during the 1980s the committee was 
poised to sign off on buying a new anti- 
aircraft system. Dixon had read that 
system had serious problems, and 
though he was then relatively junior 
on the committee, he objected to its in-
clusion in the defense bill. The power-

ful chairman at the time, Senator 
Goldwater, told Dixon that if he 
thought there was a problem, he should 
go down to Fort Bliss, TX, that week-
end, check it out, and report back to 
the committee. Dixon did, and when he 
asked, somewhat to the chagrin of his 
military tour guides, for a demonstra-
tion of the system, it fired at 88 targets 
and missed 87. When he reported back 
to the committee on his findings, it 
quickly decided to cancel the program, 
a decision even the Pentagon had to 
support. 

Now, some might see that story as an 
illustration of the need to challenge 
authority, an argument against going 
along to getting along—And it is—But 
it is important to note that Alan Dixon 
didn’t try to demonize his opponents, 
didn’t portray them as enemies. He 
honestly disagreed, raised his objec-
tions, pursued the facts, laid them be-
fore his colleagues, and trusted in their 
good judgment. 

Our Nation is no less diverse than it 
was when Howard Baker and Alan 
Dixon practiced the principled politics 
of accommodation. Our challenges are 
no smaller. The need to bridge gaps 
rather than widen them is just as ur-
gent for us as it was for them. We can, 
and I hope we will, learn from their ex-
amples as we confront the challenges 
we face and the needs of the Nation we 
serve. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
ARMY SERGEANT JAMES E. DUTTON 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my 
honor to remember Army SGT James 
E. Dutton. James died March 31, 2012 in 
Logar province, Afghanistan, in sup-
port of Operation Enduring Freedom. 

James was born December 25, 1986 in 
Weleetka, OK. He graduated from 
Weleetka High School in 2006 and later 
moved with his parents to Checotah, 
OK where he served as a firefighter for 
the Lotawatah Rural Fire Department 
and worked for Winkle’s Hardware 
until joining the Army. 

After completing basic combat train-
ing at Fort Jackson, SC, James was as-
signed to the 10th Mountain Division 
at Fort Drum, NY where he worked as 
a firefighter and mechanic. In 2008, 
James had a son, William Tyler Ander-
son and in 2009, shortly after the birth 
of his son, he was deployed to Afghani-
stan. 

He returned to Fort Drum in 2010 and 
in October of 2011 he was reassigned to 
the 125th Brigade Support Battalion, 3d 
Infantry Brigade Combat Team, 1st Ar-
mored Division, based at Fort Bliss, 
TX. He deployed for his second tour to 
Afghanistan in December 2011. 

James loved the U.S. Army and 
planned on a long career serving his 
country. He believed in and loved what 
he was doing and that is where he 
wanted to be. 

On April 23, 2012, the family held a 
funeral service at First Baptist Church 
in Checotah, OK and James was laid to 
rest in Fort Gibson National Cemetery 
in Fort Gibson, OK. 
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